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¢ Christian Philanthropist.” 


UNIVPERSALISM, 


An article with the title above, is found in the 43d 
No. of the ** Christian Philanthropist,” which I have 
before said is professedly an Unitarian publication. It 
is so seldom that Unitarians give their opinion of Uni- 
yersalism publicly, that it seems desirable on some ac- 
counts to take notice of what they say, not however 
because it is in itself valuable or important, but to show 
the weakness of the arguments with which they oppose 
Universalism. All the principles of Unitarianism tend 
to Universalism, so much so that! have sometimes 
thought that the former was only anether name for the 
latter. Indeed | have often wondered why Unitarians 
did not marshall themselves under the Ja(ter term, as 
this would serve to lessen the great number of denomi 
natious which christiaus have assumed, which is a very 
perplexing evil; but then | have thought that it must 
be with great repentance that they would publicly ac- 
knowledge their belief of a doctrine which they oppos- 
ed with such bitterness before they deseried the cause 
of orthodoxy. The weapons of Universalism, in my 
opinion, are the only oves with which orthodoxy can 
be successfully opposed. Many people now see their 
great peed of them. But then it must be very gulling 
to such to have it known that they are now using the 
very weapons With which they have been in time past 
so severely wounded. And this explains to us the rea 
eon why the principles of Universalism have received 
another name. 

Now it seems to be my opinion that there is no me- 
dium between truth and error. A doctrine is absolute- 
ly true, or absolutely false. Truth manifests comsis- 
tency, benevolence, and philanthropy, while haggard 
error developes nothing but their entire opposites.— 
The Editor of the Philanthropist inform us that he is 
happy to express his opinion of Universali-ts and the 
system they embrace, which he shall endeavor to do 
ina clear and explicit manner. He says— 


** Universalists are becoming a numerous and 
respectable body of christians in the United 
States. In most of our large cities there is, 
generally, at least one society of Universalists. 
Their clergy are often men of strong talents, 
and appear to understand the principles which 
they advocate. Their piety is exercised upon 
an extensive scale, and their benevolence is un- 
doubted. Their religion, in fine, tends to ex- 
pand and enlarge, and not to contract, the facul- 
ties. ‘The existence of such asystem as Univer- 
salism furnishes a new proof of the ardent de- 
sire which is implanted in the human mind to be 
happy. First, it wonid grasp at the happiness 
of individuals, and then, that of the whole hu- 
manrace. It would forget the criminal extra- 
vegancies of the passions which degrade and 
torment us here, and look forward toa state 
where men of every description will enjoy them- 
selyesin a virtuous and becoming manner. It 
would humbie all other principles of our nature 
but the sympathetic affections, and it would 


make love supreme over those. Such is the 
system of Universalism in its nature and in its 
design.’ 

He furthermore says,— 

** They (Universalists) reason thus: * The 
great God is good, and his power is infinite.— 
He manifests his benevolence and his might by 
creating an infinite variety of intelligent beings, 
capable of happiness—countless numbers of sen- 
sitive creatures who contribute to the happiness 
of those of an intellectual order, and innumera- 
ble objects in the material universe that sub- 


serve the purposes of utility. Eath andall tend 


to the perfection of the whole. Shali man, the 
most intellectual of all beings upon éarth, re- 
main unhappy in the midst of general felicity 
and perfection? Is misery so valuable an ele- 
ment in the human destiny that we should. de- 
sire to retain it? Is the pain that racks our 
constitutions, and penetrates our limbs with an- 
guish, necessary to the existence of beings who 
were made for enjoyment? Shall the afflic- 
tions which teach us that we sprung from the 
earth never cease to draw tears from our eyes ? 
Wil! the conflict of reason and the passions nev- 
erend? Will the victory never be obtained, 
and peace never be restored to thesoul? It 
will surely end. Repose will be secured to the 
soul. The infinite Creator made man to live 
forever, and to be happy. He made him with 
powers capable of happiness, and mao must in- 
evitably be happy, or the design of God will be 
frustrated, which cannot be.’ ” 

Reader, Mr. Whitaker objects to this doctrine, or in 
other words, he obiects to your thinking he believes it. 
He says, “* We should be sorry to have Universalists 
fall into so greal an error as to suppose that we allow 
of a community of belief with them touching the inter- 
esting subject of the salvation of man.” Reader, do 
not forget the enormous magnitude of the error of think- 
ing that Unitarians believe as deo Universalists. Do 
you bave the presumption to think that they allow ofa 
community of belief with Unirersalists, and that too 
touching the tubject of man’s salvation? Why, read- 
er, I tremble at your temerity. Sooner would Belial 
allow that he hath concord with Christ. 

But reader, how d6 you think that Mr: W. disproves 
this doctrine? Why he argues that if human misery 
be at any time consistent with the will of God, it is so 


at all times forever, because he is unchangeable. Is' 


not this sound reasoning? If it be consistent with the 
will of God that it should snow in the month of Decem- 
ber, it is consistent with his will that it should snow 


every month, day and moment in the year; but as itis. 


not consistent with his wil} that it should enow every 
month, day and moment im the year, it is not consis- 
tent with it that it should snow im the month of De- 
cember. In my opinion, as God permits sin to exist, 


it is agreeable to his will that it should exist for a sea- | 


son, and this only because a greater good can be ob- 
tained in this way than in any other. As God is un- 


c hangeable, when.the greater good is obtained, cin and , 
misery must come to an end according to his immuta- 





ble purpose, 








But Mr. W. will not allow that the existence of hu- 
man misery is consisteat with the will of God. With 
whose will, then, is it consistent? Ans. The will of 
the Devil. Well, if the unchangeable God permits the 
Devil to have his will at one time, according to Mr. 
W.’s reasoning, he will at all times, {!f thie be true, 
the doctrine of endlees misery may be true likewise.—- 
However, I am averse to placing Satan upon God's 
throne. If the will of God can be tharted at one 
time, it may at all times—an idea which approximatcs 
Atheism. But the supreme, omniscient, omnipotent 
Being will do his will, which is to ** have all men to be 
saved and come unto the knowledge of the truth.” 

But gentle reader, Mr. W. contends that sin will ex- 
ist. eternally because it existsfnow. Of #ll the argu 
ments that I have ever seen, (if I do not err to call it 
an argument) this is the weakest, It isin fact non- 
sense. Does Mr. W. believe that he shall ever die? 
Ono! God permits him to live now in this world, and 
therefore always will because he is unchangeable.— 
He may be perhaps thirty vears old; he will never be 
one year older, if his reasoning is correct, even if he 
should live forever. RICHARDS. 

—— ED 2. a 

The more genuine the Troth is that is received, the 
more genuine and pure will be the good that is formed 
in the life, if the truths are applied to their proper and 
real uses. 

————— ©: 0 ae 
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It is a well know thing, that there are diversities of 
opinion in the religious world. And itis equally known 
that every sect or denomination is, by those who differ 
from them, in opinion, condemned, not for their con- 
duct but for their opinion. 

The Calvinist condemns the Arminian and the Uni- 
versalist; the one because he denies the doctrine of 
grace and holds that works are indispensably necessary ; 
the other, because he bolds that all mankind, withoat 
distinction, will be saved; and both, because they will 
not join him in partial election, reprobation, total de- 
pravity, and such like tenets. 

The Arminiah condemns the Calvinist and the Uni- 
versalist, because they will not agree with him in the 
doctrine of works alone, and particularly the Universal- 
ist because he bolds that all will be saved by grace 
thtough Jesus Christ. 

The Universalist (brethren 1 speak these things to 
your shame) condemns the Calvinist and Arminian he- 
cause they deny the goodness of God iu the fival sal- 
vation of all men. 

These threé great branches are divided into emalice 
ones under different names. The two first are divided 
into branches called Preshyterian-, Congregotionasliste, 
Independents, Baptists, Methodists, &e. &e.; and the 
last into two, all of which differ and condemn one 
janother for their opmion. Many others « ight be enu- 
_merated but these may suffice by observiny that some 

among them all condemn those who differ from them iu 
the least, in sentiment. This however is more discoy- 
‘erable in some denominations than in others. And 
there are some in all denominations, who wi'l net cot- 
demn a men for his opinion, how widely, soever he 
‘may differ from him, and even express joy, at see 'ing 
him happy in bis sentiments. 3 

Now such a man ie a christian indeed. Noteith 
standing his neighbor differs from him and « 4-: Pp 
'God io a different way; yet he rejoice. that lie is 
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happy in his opinion, and looks forward with joy un- 
apeakable when both shall be contemporaries in the 
realms of endless bliss. 


We ought not to condemo a man on account of his 
opinion, provided it have no bad effect. Butifa man’s 
dpinion be sueh, that it causes him to disturb my peace, 
rob my dwelling, take my life, or injure my reputation ; 
such a man | ought to disregafd and shun so far as to a- 
void hisinjuring me. But | ought not to shun a man 
merely on account of his opinion or hecause he hap- 
pens not to think just as 1 do about certain points in re- 
ligion. A man may believe in every article of Calvin’s 
doctrine and yet be a good christian and do as he would 
be done by. Jn this case his belief in that doctrine has 
no bad effect; but if it cause him (as it frequently 
does) to persecute and cry out * heretic, heretic,” 
upon all who differ from him, it is an evidence that his 
opinion has a bad effect; and in that case we ought to 
avail ourselves of every Opportunity to convince him of 
his error. 


St. Panl’s opinion, while a persecutor, had a bad ef- 
fect ; for he believed he had a right to put to death all 
the followers of Christ where ever he could find them. 
Bot after his conversion, it had not this effect ; the Jews 
were under no fear that he wowld turn and breathe out 
slaughter and death as he had upon the disciples.— 
‘They undoubtedly feared the force of his words, as ma- 
ny do at the present day, but they were under no fear 
ofhis persecuting hands. It matters but a little with 
me, what a man’s opinion is, provided it have no bad 
effect mpon me or society at large; of this we must 
judge by its fruits, —** for by their fruits ye shall know 
them.”’ 


A tree is known by its fruit and not by its Jeaves and 
bloesoms—so a christian is known by his conduct and 
pot by his disfigured face and fair speeches. Then, 
ovght we to condemn a man whose character is such 
as well becomes a true disciple of Christ, merely on ac- 
count of his differing from us in opinion? All answer, 
surely not. And yet, dearly beloved brethren, how 
apt is this to be the case even among us. How many 
ery out against each other, because—because what ?— 
why, because they do not believe just as I do about 
certain points in doctrine and therefore are no better 
than infidels. Brethren, these things ought not so to 
be. Shall we who profess and have publicly made con- 
fession of oor faith in the universal goodness of God, 
éondemn and say, that those who differ from us in o- 
pinion (respecting a certain article in our faith which 
can neither make nor unmake a man a christian) are 
infidels and that their doctrine is licentious? I[f we 
can be christians under our belief, let us believe that 
others may under theirs. But can we receive that ap- 
pellation if we possess such spirit of enmity? Js it not 
sufficient evidence against us that we are destitute of 
that heaven-born charity which marks the character of 
every truly pious person? If some of our brethren dif- 
fer from us in opinion, and we wish to convince them 
of their error, Jet us first examine, with hearte open to 
conviction whether the beam be not in our own eye; 
then, if we be so satisfied that it is not, let us, with the 
utmost caution and in the fear of God, ‘endeavor to 
sonvince our brethren with sound reasoning and fair 
arguments, and not with harsh speeches and heart- 
rending reflections which never convince, but irritate. 


If my brether differs from me in opinion and J still 
wish to retain him and convince bim that I am right; 
I certainly would not begin by telling him tbat his opin- 
ion Jed to al] manner of evil and that he was no better 
than an infidel. If 1 did I should not expect to have 
very good success. And thus it is with matters of re- 
ligion ; if we make use of such hard, irrational, unchris- 
tian-like expressions, we may be sure never to convince, 
but rather to gender strife—** A soft answer turneth a- 
Way wrath, but grievous words stir up anger.”? 

Then let us be cautious that our language be season- 
with brotherly love and ebarity, end endeavor to 











imitate the character of Him, who; when he was revil- 
ed, reviled not again. Beteee)), 
Soulthboro’, April 3, 1828. 


(> The following dissertation on ‘t Honor due to Je- 
sus Christ,” is extracted from Mr. Spark’s Collec- 
tion of Essays and Tracts in Theology. It was writ- 
ten by Firmin Anavzit, who was born at Uzes, in 
the department of Gard, Nov. 11th, 1679. 





Honor due to Jesus Christ. 


We use the term adore to express the honors, which 
are due to the Divinity ; and this term is so confined 
and restricted in our language, at least in the mouth of 
Protestants, that it instantly awakens the idea of the 
Supreme Being. This is not the case with the Creek 
and Hebrew languages, in which one finds no expres- 
sion that is peculiar and appropriated (o this usage,— 
They have only vague terms, which mean in genera] 
every honor that is paid to any one. The ordinary 
word, which they employ, signifies prostration; and 
this token of respect was so common, especially a- 
mongst the Easterns, that, not only they prostrated 
themselves before their kings, but even before persons 
very far from being considerable, 

The thing is acknowledged by all the critics, and on 
this fact they establish this principle; that in order to 
determine the degree ofhonor, we ought to consider 
the quality of the persons, and the different relations, 
which they may support. For example, if Lot pros- 
trates himself before the two angels, it is a civility 
which is paid to strangers; if Jacob prostrates himself 
before Esau, it is the deference which a younger broth- 
er has for an elder; if Solomon prostrates himself be- 
fore Bathsheba, as a son he honors his mother; if Na- 
than prostrates himself before David, as a subject he 
pays this homage to his prince; if the Magi prostrate 
themselves before Jesus Christ, in quality of new con- 
verts to Christ, they pay their veneration to the Messi- 
ab; in fine, if Jesus Christ himself prostrate himself 
before God, it is then a created being, who adores his 
Creator. There is, therefore, nothing so general, noth- 
ing to ambiguous as the act of prostration ; and when 
interpreters have translated it by adore, they have been 
determined, not by the precision of the original, but by 
the nature ef the subject. In truth, they have abused 
this rule more than once, by making it militate for 
their particular opinions. But this is not the business 
in question ; it is sufficient that the rule is incontestible ; 
the manner of applying it only is disputed. 

If, then, the opinion of prostration is very equivocal, 
it cannot constitute the essence of adoration. In ef- 
fect, the soul cannot adore without the body, and in 
vain doth the body bow itself, if the sou! be not direct- 
ed towards the object of its worship. God is a spirit, 
and it is his will, that those who worship him shoujd 
worship him with the devotion of the mind; and this 
imterior adoration discriminates what the exterior act 
appearsto confound. When, therefore, the body pros- 
trates itself, God does not take this homage to his own 
acceunt—thus far all is common between him and prin- 
ces. Butif at the same time the mind contemplates its 
Creator, acknowledges him for the sole arbiter of its 
condition, reposes an unreserved confidence in him, 
then it is that true devotion is formed, the sole worship 
which God appropriates to himself, and of which he 
appears to be jealous when he says, ** I will not give 
my glory toanother.”” It is his will, indeed, that his 
ambassadors should be honored, and in proportion to 
the character which he impresses on them; but he can- 
not suffer that his own proper attributes should be as- 
scribed to them, and that men should substitute them 
in the place of the Supreme Being. 








This being laid down, it is asked what sort of honor 


ought to be paid to Jesus Christ, and if be Dught to 

be 
worshipped with what is properly called adoration > 
Sacred History informs us, that men prostrated thenp. 
selves before him, that they addressed to him certain 
kinds of homage ; but it ought not to be inferred from 
hence, that he is essentially and by his own Nature the 
supreme adorable Being. The multitude, who vanted 
to make him king, prostrated themselves before him + 
yet they did not Jook upon him as God, they only nay 
in bima prophet, #nd at most the Messiah, One 
ought then to have recourse here to our principle, and 
see under what quality the scripture éonsiders Jems 
Christ, when it orders us to pay him onr homage, This 
we shall do by examining the following passages, 

** Jesus Christ humbled bimself and became obed. 
ient to death, even the death of the cross ; wherefore 
hath God highly exalted him, and given him a name 
above every name; that at the name of Jesus every 
knee should bow, and that every tongue should confess 
that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the 
Father.” 

This passage is the clearest and most extensive of 
any relating to this subject ; it furnishes us with a kind 
of key to discover the meaning of others, It is notthe 
present business fo indulge airy speculations, and draw 
consequences (ill we lose sight of the subject. The 
great concern is to adbere religiously to the precise and 
exact words. No subtilfy can evade their evidence; 
they appear written with a sunbeam. It is not for ys 
to frame the objects of our worship, but it is for us to 
receivg those which God presents fo ue as such; and 
we are commanded to bow our knees before Jesys 
Christ, merely for this reason, that God hath highly 
exalted him. The apostle doth not say, that Jeens 
Christ is the adorable Being of himself; if he had been 
of this opinion, would he have forgotten the greatest of 
all the motives? Would he have diminished so much, 
or rather, would he have annihilated the glory of Jesus 
Christ? For, in fine,he who does not receive honors,but 
in consequence of God's exalling him,is nothing in com- 
parison of that Being,who is adorable by his own nature. 
If then one prostrates himself before Jesus Christ, he 
acknowledges thereby that he hath been exalted above 
all the creatures; and if every tongue confesses that he 
is Lord, it is always with this restriction, that he is only 
Lord to the glory of God the Father. So true is it, that 
the glory of the Son is dependent on that of the Father; 
it ows from God as its source; it is just that it should re- 
turn to God as its end. The moment it misconceives 
its original, it is dissipated and Jost. ‘1 seek not my 
own glory,” says the Saviour of the world, ‘* but the 
glory of him that sent me; if! glorify myeelf, my glory 
is nothing.” 

‘‘ The Father bath committed all judgment to the 
Son, that all should honor the Son, as they honor the 
Father.”” 

Our Lord here complains of the Jews, who treated 
bim with contempt, and endeavored to take away his 
life, It is not the concernment of his own glory, which 
wrests from him this complaint ; but he sees with grief 
the Divine Majesty attacked and outraged in his person 
‘6 for whosoever honoreth not the Son,” adds he, 
*¢ doth not honor the Father who sent him.” The in- 
sult which is offered to an ambassador recoils upon bis 
master. If then Jesus Christ commands, that all should 
honor the Son as they honor the Father, it is not that 
he means to equal himself to God ; be bad just protest 
ed the contrary in the nineteenth verse ; he only a& 
sumes here the title of God’s Envoy ; and far from at 
piring to the same honors, he only appears sensible of 
whet wounds the glory of his Father. 

The particle as, which be employs, does not denote 
equality, but a mere resemblance. Ordinarily it ex 
presses the motive or example, and it only exhibits 
tbe fact without determining the manner of it ; for ex- 
ample, * Be ye perfect as your Father who is in heaw 
en is perfect,” not in the same degree of perfection, 
but be ye perfect since your heavenly Father is perfect. 
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s Love one apotber as I have Joved you; not in the 
same degree of love, that is impossible; but love you 
one another, since I have aleo Joved you. ‘I have 
given to them the glory which thou hast given to me, 
that they may be one as we are one ;” not in the same 
degree of union, but that they may be united together, 
since thou and I are united. ‘* Forgive us our treepas- 
ses, as we forgive those who have offended us ;”’ that is 
Lord, we hope from thy mercy that thou wouldst for- 
give us our sins, since through that goodness, which is 
estential to thee, thou desirest that we should forgive 
the foults of others. There are a thonsand examples of 
this kind, which it would be tedious to colleet together. 

In like manner, ** the Father hath committed all judg- 
ment to the Son, that all should honor the Son as they 
honor the Father, for he that honoreth not the Son 
hovoreth not the Father who sent him.’? This doth 
not import the same degree of honor; and Jesus Christ 
intended to convey this sentiment; the Father hath in- 
yest: d his Son with the power of judging the world; 
and, therefore, yon ought to honor the Son, since you 
make a profession of honoring the Father; for in hon- 
oring the Son, you honor the Father who sent him; 
and in despising the character of the Son, you outrage 
the majesty of the Father. But, further, he who sends 
is alwnys more honorable than the person sent; he 
who hath in himself the power to judge, onght to be 
honored in quality of judge supreme; and he who hath 
received from another this power, cannot be honored 
but as subordinate judge. The thing speaks of itself. 
Jesus Christ does not arrogate to be honored, but be- 
cause he is sent of God, and hath received from him 
the power of judging mankind. He does net even ex- 
act this honor but because the glory of his Father is in- 
terested in it, and by no means on his own account; 
co far is he from setting off himself here for that Being, 
who is adorable in his own nature. 

And again, when he bringeth in the First-begotten 
info the world, he saith ** Let all the angels of God 
worship him.” 

The author had just said with regard to Jesus Christ, 
that he was made as moch more excellent than the an- 
gels, as he had by inheritance a more excellent name 
than theirs. This is afterwards proved, jirst, from the 
circumstance of God's having consecrated and consti- 
tuted him king; secondly, from the angels prostrating 
thenselves before him ; and the apestle, according to 
the custom of his time, expresses his thoughts in scrip- 
tural language, by accommodating to his subject three 
passages. The first, ** Thou art my Son, this day have 

| begotten thee; the second, ‘* I will be to hima 
Father, and he shall be to me a Son ;”’ the third, ** Let 
all the angels of God worship bim.”? However, two 
things appear to me incontestible ; the one is, that God 
is here really distinguished from Jesus Christ,—God, 
who consecrates and who introduces his first-born Son, 
from Jesus Christ, who is consecrated and afterwards 
presented to the angele. The other is, that it is in 
quality of a man, and of a man more excellent tban the 
angels, that Jesus Christ is represented to us in this 
place; **‘ He was made as much more excellent than 
the angels, as he hath obtained by inherifance a more 
excellent name than theirs ;”’ and to illustrate this pro- 
position, the writer alleges the testimony of scripture. 
For God saith, when he introduceth his first-born Son 
into the world, ** Let all the angels of God worship 
him.» Now, he who was made more excellent than 
the angels, and who inherited a name more excellent 
than theirs, could only be a ereated being; and conse- 
quently it is as a created being exalted above them, 
Ahat the angels consider Jesus Christ, and render him 
their respect and homage. 

It does not follow from their prostrating themselves 
before him, that they regard his as the self-adorable 
Being. When the herald, who preceded Pharaoh and 
‘Joseph, cried out to the Egyptians, ** Bow the knee,” 
they did not fail distinguishing their sovereign from the 
Dew minister, though the honors they paid them were 
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confounded in one and the same act. And the angels, 
whe are stil] more enlightened, are far from incurring a 
mistake here. When God introduces his first-born Son, 
undoubtedly they distinguish the Supreme Being from 
aman; him who gives the authority, from him who re- 
ceives it. And they are so far from taking thie-new 
King for the self-adorable Being, that they had no 
knowledge of iim before, and did not address their ho- 
mage to him till after God had presented him to them. 
The Being, who by his own nature is adorable, has no 
need of an introducer; he has only to show bimeelf, in 
order to draw upon himself the respect which is due to 
him. With regard to this first-born Son, it was neces- 
sary that God should introduce him to his court; it 
was not till after an order from him tbat the angels wor- 
shipped him. By this act of submission, they therefore 
acknowledge that God has highly exalted him, and 
given him a name above every name ; they confess that 
Jesus Christ is their Lord, but with this reserve, they 


it is solely to the glory of God the Father, 

** To Him, who sitteth upon the throne, and to the 
Lamb, be praise, honor, glory, and power forever and 
ever.”? ' 

These words were pronounced ina vision which St. 
Jobn had. It will be proper to relate the principal 
circumstances of it. ‘* A throne was erected in heay- 
ep, and there was one who sat upon the throne. The 
four living creatures ceased not to cry, Holy, Holy, 
Holy, Lord God Almighty, who wast, who art, and who 
shalt be. And the four and twenty. elders fel] down 
before him who sat upon the throne, and. worshipped 
bim who liveth forever and ever, saying, Worthy art 
thou, O Lord, tu receive glory, honor, and power, for 
thou hast created all things, and by thy will they sub- 
sist. Then | saw a book in the right hand of Him who 
sat upon the throne; and an angel proclaimed with a 
loud voice, Who is worthy to open the book? Now 
no one had power to open or to read it. And I wept 
much that no one was found wearthy to open the book. 
Now there was between the throne and the four living 
creatures a Lamb, as if he had just been slain. He ad- 
vanced, and took the book out of the right hand of him 
who sat upon the throne ; then the four living creatures 
and the four and twenty elders fell down before the 
Lamb, saying, Thou art worthy to take the book, be- 
cause thou wast slain, and hast redeemed us to God by 
tby blood. 1 heard also every creature say, To him 
who siiteth upon the throne, and unto the Lamb be 
praise, honor, glery, and power, forever and ever.” 

It is evident, that he who sat upon the throne-is an 
object really distinct from the Lamb ; and it would be 
unnecessary to insist upon a thing so clear, God holds 
then here the first rank, asa King sitting upon a throne ; 
and after him Jesus Christ, under the figure of a Lamb 
who hath been slain. The first of these two images 
suits extremely wel] to the Supreme Being ; and the 
second describes to us, very naturally, a man who died 
for the salvation of the world. Here you see the Deity 
essentially support himeelf, and secure, by his own pro- 
per nature, homage and adoration. Here, a Lamb, fa- 
vored of God, presents itself, and receives not honors 
but only because it is found worthy to open the book. 
This distinction is one of the principal foundations of 
the vision, and it is upon it we will erect the following 
explication. 

The text describeth him who sat upon the throne as 
being exalted above the Lamb ; and it does not follow 
that they are equal in dignity because their praises are 
combined together, and because they receive the same 
external homage. Two objects, in other respects very 
different, may possess something in common, and pre- 
serve, however, their natural subordination. When 
the sacred history says of the Israelites, that they wor- 
shipped God and the king, after David bad finished his 
prayer, it is not that they confounded the Almighty and 
the king, though the external homage was the same ; 





bot im prostrating themselves befere the Almighty, they 


are not ignorant that, if he hath been constituted Lord,. 
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adored the Creator of the world; and in prostraling 
themselves before their prince, they acknowledged him 
for their lawful sovereign. When it is also said of the 
Israelites, that they believed in God and in Moses, this 
doth not import that they had in Moses precisely the 
same confidence that they eught to have in God; but 
they believed in God, because he is truth itself; and 
they believed in Moses, because he spoke to them on 
the part of God. When the spostles say, ‘* It pleased 
us and the Holy Ghost,” it is not that they presumed 
to equal themselves to the Holy Ghost ; but it pleased 
the Holy Ghost, because he is the Supreme Arbiter ;- 
and it pleased the apostles, because they were animat- 
ed by the Holy Ghost. When St. John himself utters: 
this devout wish, ** Grace and peace be unto you from: 
Him who was, who is, and who shall be; from the sev- 
en spirits who stand before the throne,.and from Jesus 
Christ,” his design is not to erect the seven spirits into 
as) many divinities; for even by that circamstance 
standing before the throne, they manifest their depen- 
dence in regard: to God, and the attention they pay to: 
execute his commands. But St. John wishes peace to 
the faithfol from him who was, is, and shall be, as the 
sole and eternal‘source of true felicity ; and he wishes 
them peace from the seven spirits, as these were to be 
the instruments and scourges with which God was go- 
ing to punish the enemies of his church. 

When, therefore, the creaturee say here, ‘* To bim 
who sitteth upon the throne, and to the Lamb, be glory 
and praise,” it is not that they counfound the Lamb 
with him who sat upon the throne ; but they render to 
God what appertains to: God, amd to the Lamb what 
appertains to the Lamb. They praise and honor them 
conformably to our prineiple ; that is, each according to 
his nature and according to his qualities: They praise: 
and honor God as their Creator, and the sole adorable 
Being ; for they had just said to him, ** Lord, thou art 
worthy to receive glory and honor, because thou hast 
created all] things, and by thy will they subsist.” But’ 
they praise and honor the Lamb as him who redeemed’ 
them by his blood, and who was found worthy to open: 
the book ; for they had just’ said ‘to him, ** Thou art: 
worthy to take the book and ‘to unseal it, because thou 
wast slain, and hast redeemed‘us to God.” Such is 
the striking distinction which they observe even amidst 
their confused and mingled acclamations. And this: 
subordination, which obtains between God and the 
Lamb, subsists so entirely, that’ the Lamb himself, 
when praising God is the concernment, joins bis voice © 
to the voices of the living creatures. Whilst he was 
upon earth, and after he is glorified in heaven, he never 
ceased to bless the Creator, and to pay his profoundest 
gratitude. ‘* 1 will declare thy name to my brethren, 
and I will sing praises to thee in the midst of the 
church. Him that overcometh | will make a pillar to 
the temple of my God, that is, of the God whom I in-, 
yoke and whom! adore.”? A féw verses after, there is 
mention made of the Song of Mores and the Lamb ; 
‘* Great and marvellous are thy works, Lord God Al- 
mighty. Who is there who will not fear and celebrate 
thy name, for thou alone art boly.”” What Moses had 
sung after the departure from Egypt, the Lamb applies 
to our spiritual deliverance. In fine, ae the adorations 
had begun with him, who sat upon thethrone, and 
without the Lamb having any part in them, they also 
terminate in God alone; and St/ John, after having 
heard the concert of the living creatures, perceived the 
four and twenty elders, who fell down and worshipped 
him who liveth forever and ever. And even he is al- 
ways worshipped singly in the sequel of the vision, 
which evinces that he is essentially adorable ; whilst 
they did not prostrate themselves before the Lamb, but” 
on the day that he was installed and deemed worthy to- 
open the book. Consequently, the honors, which he 
receives, are attached to his employment, and by no” 
means to hie own nature. 

From all these passagee it is eary to conclude, what 
sort of honor we owe to Jesus Christ; they teach ws, . 
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with one unanimons consent, that it is in virtue of his 
exaltation, and not of any right which he essentially 
posseseeth. On the other hand, we see not in any re- 
spect that he is the eelf-adorable Being ; and for my- 
self, 1 confess; that such silence very much strikes me ; 
at least it merits some attention; and that one should 
suspend for a moment his prejudices, before he incurs 
arash and precipitate adoration. We ought, therefore, 
carefally to consult the scripture, for fear of worship- 
ping we know not what. Every time that it commands 
me to pay my homage to Jesus Christ, it always adds 
certain restrictions ; it saves so evidently the rights of 
the Creator, that they cannot receive from it any de- 
togation. On the contrary, they only appear to be 
better established ; for it tells me, that | ought to bon- 
or Jesns Christ, sometimes, because God bath highly 
exalted him, and invested him with a dignity superior 
to the angels, and sometimes because the glory of the 
Supreme is here interested; in that he sees himself 
honored, when we respect the character of his Ambase- 
sador. Thus, | regard Jesus Christ as the great and 
infallible teacher ; | admire his power, his virtues, his 
extraordinary talents; | acknowledge him for my su- 
perior, and as the person who is one day to be my 
judge: I acknowledge that, after God, he is the auth- 
or of my salvation; | am penetrated with gratitude to- 
wards him; | celebrate bis memory ; and the honors 
which I render him keep pace with the measure of my 
praises. | abase myself before the king of kings; I re- 
spect in him the image and capital production of the 
Deity ; above all, | honor him when I strive to obey 
him, and when! take his precepts for the rule of my 
life. This is the manner of honoring Je+us Ct rist, at 
Jeast it appears to me to be the true one; and itis 
permitted to every one to follow those sentiments, 
which, after diligent inquiry, be believes to have the 
sanction of revelation. 


—mw : 4p: 
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To John Wickliffe. 


bly highly esteemed friend, your very pertinent re- 
marks on the few suggestions which ] made, on ** An 
Important Subject,’? merit. my grateful, acknowledg- 
ment. And | think, Sir, that the peculiar sutisfection 
which we enjoy, in consequence of a reciprocation of 
sentiment and feelings, may be very easily traced to 
the goodness of the Creator, in the constitution of our 
being. 

If it was of the Lord, that John Wickliffe, near the 
close of the 14th century, should be in earnest to re- 
form the church, who will ceudemn the same indepen- 
dent spirit and devotion to honest truth, in our day, 
which may strive to knock off some of the remaining 
superstitions, which continue to manacle the human 
mind, prevent free inquiry, and to hold us back from 
the happy pursuits of divine wisdom? Why should 
popish superstition, by christening herself with some 
new name, lay claim to our blind devotion; and hav- 
ing turned our eyes from the brightness of the divine 
glory, manifested in the risen Saviour, persuade us to 
accept from her a candle to liglit us through a purgato- 
ry, in the future state, the mystical geography of which 
she attempts not to describe? But though we disclaim 
the authority of prescription, we will not rudely rend 
her purple, lest we offend her yotaries; but we may be 
permitted to reason with them, whereby, it is possible, 
their scarlet may become ** white as snow.” 

I would, most gladly, according to your imperative, 
sdar; but when | would raise my wings, I find | am a 
worm. And the Lord bath saic unto me, “ dust thou 
art, and unto dust shalt thou return.” And so I may 
rejoicing, if favored with the strong consolation of that 
hope, which entereth within the vail, that ** as in Ad- 
am al} die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.” 














Yours truly, H. B. 
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The Boy and the Butterfly. 
Translated from the French. 


*T was in a garden sweet and gay, 

A beauteous boy rov’d with delight ; 
Before him, in a rieb display 
Of colors, glittering in the ray, 

A butterfly attracts his sight. 


From flower to flower the fickle thing 
In many a sportive ringlet flies, 

And seems so lovely on the wing, 

No weariness the chace can bring, 
Though vainly the pursuit he tries. 


Now on a pink in balmy rest, 

He strives to make the prize his own ; 
Now on a rose’s fragrant breast, 
He thinks its flight he shall arrest, 

But, lo! again the wanton’s fown. 


And still the chace no toil can bring, 
Though vainly the pursuit be tries ; 

So tempting seems the lovely thing, 

Thus seen at distance on the wing, 
Still glittering in his ardent eyes. 


And now his hopes to tantalize, 
Behold it on a myrtle near: 

Next on a violet bank it lies— 

He steals, and with his hat he tries 
To cover the gay futterer here. 


But all ia vain each art and wile 

To catch the beauteous playful thing ; 
Yet still he disregards his toil, 
Its besuties stil! his pains beguile, 

Thus seen befcre him on the wing. 


At last the futterer he espies, 
Half buried in a tulip’s bell, 
He grasps the fower in glad surprize— 
Within his grasp the insect dies ; — 
His vain regrets, Lis tears now tell, 


Thus Pleasure, that gay butterfly, 
In prospect cheers the mind ; 
But if too eagerly we clasp, | 
It perishes within our grasp,. 
Aud leaves a sting behind. 


————=3 =—|§_§ 


From Zimmerman. 


Ob! would mankind but make fair Truth their guide, 
And force the belm from Prejudice and Pride. 

Were once these maxims fix’d that God’s our Friend, 
Virtue our good, and Happiness our end, 

How soon must Reason o’er the world prevail, 

And Error, Fraud, and Superstition tail! 

None would herealter, then, with groundless fear, 
Describe th’ Almighty cruel and severe : 
Predestinating some, without Preteuce, 

l‘o heaven; and some to hell, for no offence ; 
Inflicting endlees pains for transient crimes, 

Aud favoring sects or nations, men or times. 

To please him none would foolishly forbear, 

Or food, or rest, or itch in shirts of bair; 

Or deem it merit to believe or teach, 

W hat reason contradicts, or cannot reach ; 

None would fierce Zeal for Piety mistake, 

Or Malice, for whatever tenet’s sake ; 

Or thmk salvation to one sect confin’d, 

Aud heaven too narrow to contain mankind, 
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No more would brutal rage disturb our peace, 
But envy, hatred, war, and discord cease; 
Our own and other’s good each hour employ, 
And all things smile with universal joy ; 

Fair virtue then, with pure religion join’d, 
Would regulate and bless the human mind, 
And man be what his Maker first design’d. 


. —_ 


From the (N. Y.) Gospe] Herald, 
ANECDOTE. 


In acertain town in Connecticut, three young Me. 
thodists, who had lately * got religion,” visited the 
shop of a Universalist, and by their rueful countenan- 
ces seemed to be unusually pious. The Universalist 
observing the gloom of Methodism depicted on their 
faces, took up his Testament, and thus accosted them— 
‘*Gentlemen, this is a Universalist Testament; with 
your consent I will read you a few sentences. He 
then read several passages which he thought favored 
the doctrine of Universalism. The young triumvirate 
began.to exhibit manifest signs of uneasiness. The 
Universalist continued to read ; they grew more alarm. 
ed, and eyed the reader with most frightful physiogno- 
my. He read on; they could endure it no longer, but 
‘fed, verifying the proverb, ** The wicked flee whenno 
man pursueth.”? ‘To complete the farce, these three 
spiritual-born converts, near the same neighborhood, 
reported, that a certain Universalist had heen reading 
to them his Universalist Testament, and that it con- 
tained the most abominable falsehoods they ever heard! 

Common sense, art thou lost in the fog of Calvinism 
and Methodism? 


The Rational Mind 


Is improved by tracing - fects np to their Grst canse; 
by true Conceptions and Inferences of the nature of the 
Creator drawn from the works of outward creation j= 
from man’s bodily frame, and functions ; from the des 
sign of God, in revealing the nature of himself in the 
hible ; from a discovery of the nature of divine order 
therein, and how the truthe of the word relate there- 
unto, and are perfectly consistent with his wisdom and 
Being; the relation that this world stands in, as if re- 
spects another state of existence ; and that the whole 
intent of its being regards an end answerable to ils 
creation, namely, the eternal bliss of mankind. 


LOVE 


Is the Sov], the Life, and animating principle of 
Truth ; and so far only as there is of good in Truth, 80 
far only there is Life in it. 
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MARRIED, 


In this city, by the Rev. Mr. Wayland, Mr. Samuel 
Eastman, of Kensington, N. H. to Miss Susan Leman. 

By the Rev. Mr. Wiley, Mr. Josepb Loring, of this 
city, to Miss Nancy Hant, of Milton. 

By the Rev. Mr. Dean, Mr. Isaac S. Kamsell, of, 
London, (Eng.) to Mrs. O’Feada, of this city. 

At Jamaica Plain, by the Rev. H. Ballou, 2d. Mr. 
Lemuel Little to Miss Caroline M. Davis. 


DIED, 


In this city, Jacob Alonzo, aged 8 years, son of Mr. 
Jacob Howe. 

In Hingham, on the 4th inst. suddenly, and much le- 
mented by a numerous family, Mary Whiting ; consort 
of Mr. Perez W. aged 41. Also, on the 7th instant, 
suddenly, George Whiting, son of Perez W. aged 17. 
Such mourners, as well as all who mourn, need the 
‘eonsolations of that hope which enters within the vail. 
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